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PREFACE

In the early 1980s, the Combat Studies Institute received a
request for a study of all the cases in the past where armies
fought outnumbered and won. The point was to distill the
necessary ingredients that culminated in these armies’
victories. The flaw in this procedure, however, was that it
failed to consider the preponderant number of cases where
armies fought outnumbered and lost. A widened focus would
have eliminated a number of possible false conclusions.

A similar exercise was conducted eighty years earlier by
Count Alfred von Schlieffen, the revered chief of the German
General Staff. Convinced that Germany, surrounded by
powerful enemies, would have to fight outnumbered and win,
Schlieffen believed the key to victory could be discovered in an
account of the Battle of Cannae, written by the German
military historian Hans Delbriick. Therefore, Schlieffen
ordered the historical section of the General Staff to produce a
set of "Cannae Studies” that would demonstrate that the
principle of double envelopment practiced by Hannibal at
Cannae was the master key to victory in battle.

During the interwar years, the Command and General
Staff School Press published two editions of a translation of
Schlieffen’s classic study. The current printing by the newly
formed Command and General Staff College Press is meant to
afford a new generation of army officers an experience of this
famous work of military theory. In so doing, it is probably not
remiss to caution readers that Hannibal’s victory at Cannae
still did not produce a strategic success, even though it was a
tactical masterpiece. Hannibal lost the war with Rome.
Likewise, Schlieffen’s operational concept collapsed in World
War I in the face of logistic and time-space realities he had
chosen to discount because he believed they were inconvenient
to his needs. The lesson to be learned from Schlieffen’s
experience is that history misapplied is worse than no history

at all. Mw//” J:{W

RICHARD M. SWAIN
Colonel, Field Artillery
Director, Combat Studies Institute
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FOREWORD

This book was first brought to the attention of this
School in 1916 by a lecture delivered by Colonel Wilson B.
Burtt, Infantry, as to the observations of the United States
military mission headed by General Joseph E. Kuhn on its
visit to the German armies in 1915 and 1916. It was sub-
sequently translated at The Army War College and indi-
vidual officers in attendance there sought copies. At various
times efforts were made to have it published in English.
The stumbling block, both commercially and officially, was
the necessity for reproducing some one hundred maps or
sketches and without these the text would lose much of its
military value. Furthermore, it was necessary to obtain
the authority of the heirs of the author as well as that of
the publishers. Thanks to their courtesy this has been
satisfactorily arranged. This School has now undertaken
this task, without any expectation of profit, in order to
make available in English to the officers in attendance here
a truly great modern military book. It is great because of
the position and prestige of the writer and its influence
on the conduct of the World War, It is modern since no
one can attempt an understanding of many of the phases
of the last war without the background of the military
theories herein presented. Furthermore, these theories
must be weighed, whether accepted or denied, in whole or
in part, in the major coneceptions of a future war should,
unhappily, such occur. I have read and re-read my typed
copy from the War College days with a set of photostat
maps, certainly to my advantage because of the clear con-
cise statements of the military campaigns which serve as
the background and occasion for the presentation of the
author’s theories. Whether the theories are correct or not,
each one must judge for himself. In any case they should
be known and understood by officers attending this School.

STUART HEINTZELMAN,

Brigadier General, U, S. Army,
Commandant.

26 June, 1931.




INTRODUCTION

The work of General Field Marshal Count von Schlief-
fen, ag Chief of the General Staff of the German army, took
place remote from publicity. Since the World War, how-
ever, his name is mentioned by all. It came to be known
that it was his spiritual heritage which, at the beginning of
the war, brought to the German arms their great successes.
Even where his doctrines were misapplied, his schooling of
the General Staff remained, nevertheless, a priceless posses-
gion, * * * *

Strictly, the Cannae studies of Count Schlieffen are not
presentations from Military History. They comprise,
rather, a conversational document of instruction. Just as
the Field Marshal, in his activity as Chief” of the General
Staff of the Army, always endeavored, during the long pe-
riod of peace, to keep alive in the General Staff, and thus
in the army at large, the idea of a war of annihilation, so,
likewise, is this expressed in his writings. Germany’s situa-
tion demanded a quick decision. Though the Count set
great store on the efficiency of the German army, he was,
nevertheless, always preoccupied with thoughts of how our
leaders would acquit themselves when the time came. Hence.
in his writings he often attributes his own ideas to the lead-
ers of the Past—among them Moltke—when he wishes to
prove that to achieve a decisive victory of annihilation out-
flanking—preferably from two or three sides—must be re-
sorted to, as Hannibal did at Cannae. In everything which
Count Schlieffen wrote the two-front war which threatened
Germany hovered before him. In such a war we would be
vietorious only if soon after its outbreak we succeeded in
obtaining an annihilating defeat of France. Modern bat-
tles Count Schlieffen characterizes even more than earlier
battles as a “struggle for the flanks.” Therefore he stresses
the necessity, in case parts of an army have made frontal
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INTRODUCTION

contact with the enermy, that the neighboring columns be al-
lowed to march further so that they may be able to turn
against flank and rear. In this method of presentation the
Count is not always just to the actors of war history, especial-
ly the subordinate leaders of our own army of 1866 and 1870-
71. However, he explains their conduct as born of the
Napoleonic traditions in the absence of war experience by
their own generation. Notwithstanding the severity of his
judgement, the writings of the Field Marshal show a real
appreciation of true military art, for within him there abid-
ed an incomparable military fire. The reckless urge to the
offensive of our Infantry he emphasizes as the pre-requisite
to victory.

Netwithstanding the sharp delineation of the Cannae
doctrines Count Schlieffen was no schematist. He knew that
in war many means lead to the goal. However broad his
knowledge of the achievements of modern war technique
and however constantly he had furthered its development
in our army, his opinions remained steadfastly tentutive in
this domain, because the possibility of testing the technique
of new weapons on a large scale was wanting in peace time,
Before the war we all could only surmise their actions on the
ground and in the air. Reconnaissance, Victory, and Pur-
suit, the paving of the way for a Cannae, as well as the pene-
tration, all evinced more than ever before, and in a much
higher degree, that they depended on the effect of the weap-
ons of the enemy. This explains partly why, except for
Tannenberg, a real Cannae did not occur in the World War.
That one did not occur in the west at the beginning of the
war is the fault, in the first instance, of the Supreme Com-
mand. Indeed it was the Schiieffen plan on which our
operations were based, yet in their actual execution it was
departed from. His constant exhortation to make the right
army flank as strong as possible was not heeded.

As in this respect, so also the apprehensive foreboding
of the Field Marshal in kis composition, “The War of the
Present Time,” came true. The long dragged out war ruined
world industry. The frontal juxtaposition of the forces
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INTRODUCTION

excluded a complete decision. The appeal for a stronger
war establishment for Germany made by Schlieffen in his
“About the Armies of Millions” was heeded too late. Count
Schlieffen resembles in this respect the other great counsellor
of his day, Prince Bismarck. In the work: “Benedeck’s
leadership of the army from the newest researches” Count
Schlieffen’s purpose is to point out where an unlucky selec-
tion of a Commander-in-Chief may lead. This is another
exhortation.

The Field Marshal shows in his writings that he always
aspired to the ideal, well knowing that one must set up a
demand for this to attain anything of high standard. In
this, at least, we were suceessful in the World War. From
the publications of our enemies we know now how near we
were, several times, to final success, in spite of our numeri-
cal inferiority; and that is not a trifle. The annihilation
doctrine has not died in the German Army. Count Schlief-
fen was the one best fitted to further Moltke’s art of war.
He drew the most pertinent deductions from the constant
growth of armies and the enlarged eonditions of the present.
The fear of mass armies we have overcome, thanks to him,
and in the handling of the weapons we have shown ourselves
to the last superior to our opponents. If the World War
constitutes a high title of honor for us, General Field Mar-
shal Count Schlieffen has a rich share therein.

BARON VvON FREYTAG—LORINGHAVEN,
General of Infantry, Retired,
German Army.

NOTE:—The translation of the body of this English edition has
been made from part of the 1918 edition of the “Collected Writings.”
The maps and the list of same are likewise from that edition. The
introduction and some of the footnotes have been taken from part of
the 1925 Edition of “Cannae.”
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CANNAE®

CHAPTER I
The Battle of Cannae

The army of Hannibal, fronting west, stood on 2 Au-
gust, 216 B.C,, in the Apulian plain to the left of Aufidus
(Ofanto) in the vicinity of the village Cannae,(2) situated
near the mouth of the river, and opposite the troops of Con-
sul Terentius Varro. The latter, to whom had been trans-
ferred by the other Consul Aemilius Paulus the daily alter-
nating commandership, had

55,000 heavily armed men,
8,000 lightly armed men,
6,000 mounted men,

on hand and, in the two fortified camps,

2,600 heavily armed men,
7,400 lightly armed men.

10,600 men.

at his further disposition, so that the total strength of the
Roman army amounted to 79,000 men.
Hannibal had at his disposition only

32,000 heavily armed men,
8,000 lightly armed men,
10,000 mounted men.

50,000 men.

His positicn, with a considerably superior enemy in his
front and the ges in his rear, was by no means a favorable
one. Nevertheless, Consul Aemilius Paulus, in concurrence

@ Pirst published in the VI and X annual volumes of the “Viertel-
jarshifte fiir Truppenfihrung und Heereskunde” (1907-1913) E. S.
Mittler and Son, Berlin.

“Hans Delbriick, “Geschichte der Kriegskunst” (History of the
Art of War) L.

1
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Maps 2
and 3.

2 CANNAE

with Proconsul Serviliuz, wiched to aveid a battle. Both
feared the superior Carihaginian cavalry to which Hannibal
particularly owed his victories on the Ticinusg, on the Trebi
and at the Trasimene lake. Terentius Varve, nevertheless,
wished fto seck a decision and avenge the defeats suffered.
He counted on the superiority of his 25,000 heavily armed
men as against the 32,000 hostile ones, consisting of only
12,000 Carthaginians and of 20,000 Iberians and Gauls who,
in equipment and training, could not he considered as auxil-
iaries of full value. In order to give increased energy to the
attack, Terentius gave his army a new battle formation.(3)
The cavalry was placed on the wings. The lightly armed
troops, destined to begin the combat, to envelop the enemy
and to support the cavalry, were not much considered by
either side,

Hannibal opposed to the enemy’s frort only his 20,000
Iberians and Gauls, which were probably 12 files deep.
The greater part of his eavalry under Hasdrubal was placed
on the left wing and the light Numidian on the right, In
rear of this cavalry the 12,000 heavily armed Carthaginian
infantry were formed equally divided between the two wings.

Both armies advanced against each other. Hagdrubal
overpowered the weaker hostile cavalry on the right flank.
The Roman knights were overwhelmed, thrown into the
Aufidus cr scattered. The congueror turned the hostile in-
fantry and advanced against the Boman cavalry on the wing
which, until then, had only skirmished with the Numidian
light horse. Attacked on both sides, the Romans were here

®The heavily armed men (templates) would have been formed,
according to regulations, in three lines, in close formation, the two
foremost lines in equal strength (hastati and prineipes) with 4000 men
in the front, and a total of 12 files, * * the third line (iriaril) omly
half the strength in 160 equally distributed columns of 60 men (10 in
the front and 6 in depth} immediately in the rear. This formation of
18 files, appearing too broad to the commander, was deepened into 36
files with a front ¢f 1600 men * * #,

The heavily armed men (hoplites) were generally equipped with
helmet, breastplate, legplates, round shield, spear and short sword.
The Iberians and Gauls had, as defensive equipment, only the helmet
and a large shield.

The formation into lines was not made in one connected line, but
in six-file manipel columns with short intervals.

Both formations, the broad as well as the deep, required 57.600
men, There lacked, conseguently, 2,600 men of the regulation strength.




THE BATTLE OF CANNAE 3

also completely routed. Upen the destruction of the hostile
cavalry, Hasdrubal turned against the rear of the Roman
phalanx.

In the meanwhile, both infantry masses had advanced.
The Iberian and Gallic auxiliary forces were thrown back
at the impact not so much on account of the strength of the
attack of the 36 Roman files as on account of the inferior
armament and the lesser training in close combat. The ad-
vance of the Romans was, however, checked, as soon as the
Carthaginian flanking echelons, kept back so far, came up
and attacked the enemy on the right and left, and as soon as
Hasdrubal’'s cavalry threatened the Roman rear. The tri-
arii turned back, the maniples of both wings moved outward.
A leng, entire square had heen forced to halt, fronting all
sides and was attacked on all sides by the infantry with short
swords and by the cavalry with javelins, arrows, and sling-
shots, never missing in the compact mass. The Romans
were constantly pushed back and crowded together., With-
out weapons and without aid, they expected death. Hanni-
bal, his heart full of hatred, cireled the arena of the bloody
work, encoaraging the zezlous, lashing on the sluggish. His
soldiers desisted only hours later. Weary of slaughter, they
took the remaining 3000 men prisoners. On a narrow area
48,000 corpses lay in heaps. Both Aemiliug Paulus and
Servilius had fallen, Varro had escaped with a few cavalry-
men, a few of the heavily armed and the greater part of the
lightly armed men. Thousands fell into the hands of the
victors in the village of Cannae and in both camps. The
conguerors had lost about 6,000 men. These were mostly
Iherians and Gauls.

A battle of complete extermination had been fought,
most wonderfully through the fact that in spite of all theo-
ries, it had been won by a numerical inferiority. Clausewitz
said “concentric action against the enemy behooves not the
weaker” and Napoleon taught ‘“the weaker must not turn
both wings simultaneously.” The weaker Hannibal had,
however, acted concentrically, though in an unseemly way,
and turned not only both wings, but even the rear of the
enemy.

Map 8.




4 CANNAE

Arms and the mode of combat have undergone & com-
plete change during these 2000 years. No attack takes place
at close quarters with short swords, but firing is used at
thousands of meters range; the bow has been replaced by
the recoil gun, the slingshot by machine guns. Capitula-
tions have taken the place of slaughter. S8till the greater
conditions of warfare have remained unchanged. The bat-
tle of extermination may be fought today according to the
same plan as elaborated by Hannibal in long forgotten times.
The hostile front is not the aim of the principal attack. It
is not against that peint that the troops should be massed
and the reserves disposed; the essential thing is to crush
the flanks. The wings ought not to be sought at the ad-
vanced flank points of the front, but along the entire depth
and extension of the hostile formation. The extermination
is completed by an attack against the rear of the enemy. The
cavalry plays here the principal role. It need not attack
“intact infantry,” but may wreak havoc among the hostile
masses by long range fire.

A condition of success lies, it is true, in a deep formation
of the hostile forces with shortened front through massing
of reserves, thus deepening the flanks and increasing the
number of combatants forced to remain in inactivity. It
was Hannibal’s good luck to have opposed to him Terentius
Varro, who eliminated his superiority by disposing his in-
fantry 36 men deep. At all times there have been generals
of his school, but not during the period when they would
have been most degirable for Prussia.




CHAPTER II
Frederick the Great and Napoleon

None more than Frederick the Great was so apt to fight
a battle of extermination with a numerically inferior
strength. He was, however, unable to attack at Leuthen
with his “unequal force” of 35,000 men, however thin he
might have made it, the wide front of Prince Charles of Lor-
raine with his 65,000 warriors. He would not have had any
troops left for the surrounding of the overpowering supe-
riority of the enemy. He directed the main attack against
one flank, as had already been attempted at Scor and exe-
cuted at Prague. He succeeded in deceiving the enemy,
turning him and bringing up the Prussian army perpendic-
ularly to the lengthened front against the hostile left flank.
The extreme left wing, thus placed in a precaricus position,
was broken. The Austrians turned their masses towards
the threatened flank; however, they were unable to reform,
in their haste, their original long front in the new direction,
but fell unintentionally into a formation 40 men deep, quite
similar to the one assumed by Terentius Varro. The posi-
tion, in general, corresponded to that of Cannae. The nar-
row Austrian front was attacked by the not much wider
Prussian. Cavalry was assembled on both wings. There
lacked, however, the two echelons of Carthaginian Infantry
of 6000 men each. The numbers on hand did not suffice
for their formation. The little that was left was not suffi-
cient to turn in to the right and left. The entire deep envel-
opment had to be replaced; on the right—by an oblique
drawing up of a few battalions against the hostile left wing,
on the left-—by placing a battery acting in a similar way.
The preponderance of cavalry was likewise lacking. It is
true that Zieten had thrown back the hostile cavalry on the
right. He was, however, prevented from advancing against
the infantry by the difficulties of the terrain. On the left,
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Driesen was too weak to advance at once and had to await
a favorable moment in order to overthrow Lucches’ cavalry
and to strike a decisive blow by attacking the right infantry
flank and force the enemy to retreat shaken by a long frontal
combat. The retreat, starting in confusion on the left flank
toward Lissa, was changed into rout by pursuit.

The disproportion of strength was too great, the forces
too unequal. Leuthen could be only a mutilated Cannae.
The problem of fighting a battle of extermination with a
strength half that of the enemy was, however, solved to a
certain degree. What was lacking during the combat for
extermination in turning, enveloping, and surrounding was,
at least, partially compensated for by the forced retreat to
the lef’ flank, If, during the further pursuit by Zieten and
Fouqué, they could have acted “with more vivacité,” and sat
“closer on the heels of the enemy,” the results would have
been greater but were still considerable. “Of the proud
Imperial army which crossed the Queiss at Lauban with
90,000 men, scarcely one fourth left the soil of Silesia and
returned over the frontier of Bohemia in the greatest de-
jection and discouragement.” This came pretiy close to
extermination,

The turning movement at Zorndorf was to be executed
in a still more effective way. Fermor, with 40,000 Russians,
invested Kiistrin in August, 17588, on the right from the
Warthe and the Oder. Frederick the Great had formed, on
the other bank of the Oder, at Manschnow and Gorgast, an
army of 36,000 men with the troops brought from Bohemia
and those which advanced with Count Dohna from East
Prussia and Pomerania. To lead these troops through the
fortress against the Russians did not promise much success.
The King marched downstream and on 23 August, crossed
the Oder at Glistebiese, for the purpose of pushing the ene-
my against the river and the fortress and thus to surround
him entirely. Fermor met this turning movement and took
up position in rear of the Mietzel, at Quartschen. It was
impossible for the Prussians to deliver an attack against the
Russians over the marshy little river, difficult to cross., A
new turning movement was to be made and a crossing sought
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further up. The left bank of the Mietzel was won on 25
August, at the Neudamm mill and Kerstenbriigge. It was
found too difficult to immediately attack the eastern flank
of the Russian army, assambled at Quartschen, over a row
of ponds situated between Wilkersdorf and Grutzberg as
well as over the Langengrund. The turning movement was
continued over Batzlow and Wilkersdorf against Zorndorf,
and when the head of the columns reached the Zaberngrund,
they marched to the right. The advance was directed
against the rear of the enemy and not against his flank, Ac-
cording to this, Fermor made a countermarch within the
regiments, making them turn back, placing the second line
in the line and the first line in the second. The width of
the front was not narrowed but maintained the same as be-
fore. The attack, was, consequently, not rendered less diffi-
cult. Only after a victery would it be seen that an obstacle,
situated in the rear of the Russian army and difficult to sur-
mount, would prove of great advantage. Should the Rus-
sians be vanquished, they would likewise be destroyed.
Fortunately, the battlefield was divided. The Russians were
drawn up near Quartschen, fronting Zorndorf, their right
wing between the Zabern and the Galgengrund, the center
and left wing between the Galgen and Langengrund, the
mass of cavalry under Demiku, to the left and in the rear
near Zicher,

The flanks of this position were securely protected; the
wings could not be surrounded. The King decided to press
upon the right wing, separated from the rest of the army,
with superior forces, then to attack the center and left wing
from the west. Feor this purpose, the advanece guard (8 bat-
talions) under Manteuffel and, following at 800 paces, the
left flank (nine battalions of the first and six battalions of
the second line) under Kanitz advanced between the Zabern
and Galgengrund, the right wing (eleven battalions of the
~ first and four battalions of the second line) under Dohna,
kept back to the east of the Galgengrund, were to cover the
right flank; Seydlitz with 86 squadrons on the left, Schor-
lemer with 20 squadrons on the right were to secure the ad-
vance march and take part in the combat, if necessary, while

Map 6.
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20 squadrons of dragoons followed as reserve. Sixty heavy
guns opened the battle. Their effect on the close and deep
formation of the 16 Russian battalions on the right wing was
annihilating. After two hours, the attack seemed sufficient-
ly prepared to allow the advance of the vanguard. The Rus-
sian artillery, however, was not yet dead. Their canister
fire was likewise murderous. The thinned battalions of
Manteuffel closed and relinquished the position on the Za-
berngrund. There were no reserves to fill the gaps in their
ranks. Kanitz, accustomed to maintain touch and com-
munication with the lines, before all things, moved up to
Dohna on the right and advanced, east of the Galgengrund,
against the Russian center which was still unshaken and 24
battalions strong. When he and Manteuffel approached the
enemy, they saw themselves enveloped on both sides by the
hostile line. The advance of the 14 battalions of the Russian
left wing against Kanitz, stopped Dohna’s energetically fir-
ing artillery which had been kept behind. The right wing
rushed with 16 battalions and 14 squadrons against the left
flank and the front of Manteuffel. The Prussians were
thrown back with great losses. The pursuing Russians,
however, left their flank uncovered and Seydlitz succeeded
in crossing in three places the Zaberngrund which until
then was deemed unpassable. At the same time, the dra-
goons of the reserve advanced. Twenty squadrons attacked
the front, and the flank and rear were attacked by 18 squad-
rons each. The Russians, shaken by the artillery fire, and
scattered during the heat of pursuit, defended themselveg
obstinately. After along and bloody hand to hand fight, the
remaining men fled over the Galgengrund to Quartschen or
to the Drewitzer Heide. In spite of the initial victory, the
Russian right wing, attacked on three sides was entirely an-
nihilated. It was, however, impossible for Seydlitz to fol-
low up his victory, to advance over the Galgengrund, sup-
port the frontal attack of the infantry by a flanking attack.
The attack of Kanitz was repulsed by superior numbers and
the Russian center was well able to hinder any movement
over the Galgengrund.
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The entire army had to be assembled again near Zorn-
dorf for a second battle. The advance guard, however, was
unfit for further use. It was, consequently, withdrawn. Of
the remaining 30 battalions, 15 battalions of the right wing,
under Dohna, were to advance along the Langengrund and,
possible, after which they were to turn left to attack the
center which was to be simultaneously pressed by Kanitz
from the south and Seydlitz from the west. The plan
seemed doomed. While ninety-seven guns were preparing
the combat and Dohna advanced to the half right towards
the Langengrund, Demiku rushed unexpectedly with his eav-
alry against the great battery of the right wing, against the
right flank of the infantry and against Schorlemer’s cavalry.
The battery was lost, one battalion was surrounded and put
down its arms, others were confused for the moment, but the
Russian cavalry was finally repulsed by the fire of the in-
fantry and retrected before Schorlemer’s cavalry towards
Zicher. This enemy was eliminated. In spite of his defeat
he succeeded in gaining considerable advantages. The Prus-
sian left flank, though not touched by Demiku’s attack, was
so shaken by the previous unfortunate combat and so dis-
couraged by the expectancy of a new catastrophe, that it was
seized with panic and fled, being arrested only at Wilkers-
dorf in its flight and brought to a standstill. Seydlitz
marched with his 56 squadrons to the evacuated place and
advanced principally left of the Steinbusch, while Dohna
advanced with his right wing, along the Langengrund,
against the closely massed 38 Russian battalions. After a
hot hand to hand fight, the Russian left flank retreated first.
In order to avoid being pushed into the Hofebruch, it at-
tempted to escape towards Quartschen. This left the left
wing of the Russian center unprotected. Dohna turned to
the left. Attacked on two sides, hemmed in on the third
by an insurmountable obstacle, the center was gradually
pushed back over the Galgengrund. It took up position on
the hills on the other side.

It was absolutely necessary to annihilate the enemy up
to his last man. The King wanted to fight another battle in
the evening. The cavalry, however, after two most excellent

Map 7.

Map 8.
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feats in the morning and in the afterncon, was unfit for fur-
ther action., Forcade, taking the place of the wounded
Dohna, was to attack the Russians in front, while Kanitz,
who had again brought up his battalions, was to strike at
their right flank. These troops, however again went to
pieces. Forcade alone could not possibly execute the attack.
The Russians held their position. Their condition was
nevertheless quite critical. They had only 19,000 men left
out of the 44,000 with which they went into battle. The
Warthe, the Oder and the Mietzel formed, in rear of this
remnant of troops which had escaped annihilation, a bow
of rivers, the only passage over which was hemmed in by
the fortress of Kiistrin., An army, which had suffered
greatly and avpeared incapable of attack, was standing in
front of them. The Russians could move neither forward
nor backward. They could not remain in position as they
lacked ammunition and fcod. The primary intention of the
King—to surround and bottle up the enemy, had been at-
tained. The victorious Prussians were, however, unable to
continue the attack immediately. They would now rally,
however, as their losses were much smaller than those of
the enemy. They were now superior in numbers by some
23,000 men, and would soon be able to engage in a new
battle. The latter would doubtlessly be erowned with
complete success. Yet considering the obstinate capacity
for resistance of the Russians, the victory would have to
be bought at the cost of greater sacrifices than the King
could for the moment afford. It was necessary for him to
g0 back, without loss of time, to Silesia or Saxony in order
to check the advance of the Austrians. He decided to build
a golden bridge for the enemy and marched off late in the
afternoon of the 26th, beyond the Langengrund towards
Zicher. The enemy took advantage of the outlet left him
and marched early in the morning of the 27th, going around
the south of Zorndorf and Wilkersdorf, to Klein-Kammin,
in order to occupy a fortified position there. The King
went into camp at Tamsel. With natural communications
in their rear, the two adversaries remained opposite each
other until 30 August., On the 31st, Fermor marched to-
wards Landsberg. Followed by Dohna, he began the grad-
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ual retreat beyond the Vistula. He had saved one third of
his strength. He had not been annihilated, but eliminated.
The King turned to other problems.

Leuthen had freed the King from the Austrians, like
Zorndorf from the Russians. His enemies had to form new
armies for the continuation of the war. The difficulties en~
countered in the mode of procedure, chosen by Frederick
the Great, came clearly to light. It was proven in these bat-
tles, and still more in others, that it is not easy to even par-
tially annihilate one’s enemies with numerically inferior
strength., At Prague,(4) the enveloped enemy had had time
to form a new front almost on a similar extension as the old
front. At Kolin, the Austrians had only to move a little to
he right in order to frustrate the turning movement. The
intended flank attack was transformed intc a frontal at-
tack, an attack which was opposed at Kolin by greatly supe-
rior numbers (20,000 against 35,000 infantry) and by a
much more extended line. In the first battle it was possible
to execute a surrounding movement, while in the second,
Zieten was not able to cope with the difficult problem. Should
it be impossible to succeed in deceiving the enemy to a cer-
tain extent, to conceal the turning movement, the outcome
would be more than doubtful. A certain surprise was neces-
sary, at least where the Austrians were concerned. The
stolid Russians could be treated with less caution. They
could help themselves in another way. The 70,000 Austro-
Russians who defended themselves at Kunnersdorf against
40,000 Prussians, had transformed their strong position into
a fortress by means of entrenchments and ditches. They
would be, however, entirely cut off by a turning movement
via Goritz. A victory was still necessary for annihilation.
This eould not be attained with 40,000 men against 70,000
well entrenched enemies. The Leuthen program was exe-
cuted insofar that Mihlberg, the supporting point of the
left wing, was captured. In a further attempt to throw
back the enemy from the left to right, the Prussian infantry

It was the Fieldmarshal’'s intention to include the “Battle of
Prague” in the book edition of “Cannsae.”” The deseription of this
battle may be found in the second volume of “Collected Writings™ in
the study entitled “Frederick the Great.”

Maps 8
and 10.
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failed before a too strong artillery and against ever newly
forming flanks, and finally broke before the powerful posi-
tion of the Spitzberg. Even Seydlitz could do nothing with
his cavalry against ditches and entrenchments.

It may be seen from all the battles, won or lost by Fred-
erick the Great, that his aim was to attack from the very
beginning a flank or even the rear of the enemy, to push him,
if possible against an insurmountable obstacle and then to
annihilate him by enveloping one or both of his flanks.

# * * * * %

A similar intention will be found in Napoleon. Turning
movements, executed by the King in the immediate vicinity
of the battlefield within a few hours, were begun by the
Corsican days and weeks in advance and extended over vast
areas. A surprise could not be thus attained. This was not

necessary, however. The mass of troops at the disposition
of Napoleon assured victory and eliminated from his hattles,

with similar fronts, the venturesomeness of Frederick’s com-
bats.

We find the first example in the campaign of 1800.
Melas, the Austrian commander-in-chief in Italy, let Mas-
sena be besieged in Genoa by Ott with 24,000 men and op-
posed orr the Var 28,000 men to Suchet’s 12,000. A force of
35,000 men, divided into numerous small detachments, was
to secure the passes of the Alps in a wide semicircle between
Nice and Bellinzona, General Bonaparte made Suchet de-
tain Melas as long as possible, caused Turreau with 6300 men
to make a demonstration over the Mont Cenis and Susa down
in the valley of the Dora Riparia and the division of Chabran
to cross the lesser St. Bernard in the direction of Aosta;
while he himself led the reserve army from Dijon via
Geneva, Lausanne, and Martigny over the great St. Bernard
and reached at Ivrea the North Italian lowland with 36,000
men. Indescribable obstacles were overcome by the energy
of the commander and the zeal of his officers and men. Melas
did the same thing as Prince Charles of Lorraine and Fer-
mor had done in their time: He turned against the enemy
who was turning him, left Elsnitz with 17,000 men opposite
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Suchet and marched with about 11,000 men to Turin. A
French attack in this direction would not have achieved a
complete decision. Melas would probably have escaped east.
Bonaparte continued, under protection of a flanking detach-
ment marching by Chivasso, Trino, Vercelli, and Pavia, the
turning movement by Vercelli and Turbigo to Milan in
order to unite, at this point, with 15,000 men under Moncey
who had ecrossed the St. Gothard, a portion of them having
also crossed via the Simplon. After Suchet had routed
Elsnitz, he pushed the enemy, stationed along the Po, to the
Mincio, pursued him as far as Brescia, Crema, and Piacenza,
barred the communication with the rear over the St. Go-
thard to Zurich and occupied the crossings over the Po,
the right bank of the latter was won at Stradella. In the
meantime, Melas endeavored to unite his forces at Allessan-
dria. The opponents confronted each other with a totally
changed front. Neither one nor the other had succeeded in
assembling an army corresponding to the total strength.
Melas had only 28,500 men, while Bonaparte had only 22,000
men out of 69,000 on account of numercus flank and rear
detachments. He was, however, forced to advance if he
wished to prevent the enemy from crossing the Po in a
northerly direction and cutting the French line of communi-
cations over the St. Gothard, or from rushing south to
Genoa which had just been evacuated by Massena. An ad-
vanced Austrian detachment was thrown back at Montebello.
Melas himself did not seem as yet to want to leave Allesan-
dria. The French troops extended to the right towards the
Bormida. Melas crossed the river early on 14 June. The
Frenchmen, surprised at Marengo, could not hold out long.
The Consular Guard was vainly sent into action as a reserve.
All lost ground. The retreat, almost a flight, was in full
swing. The Austrians followed in two long columns. De-
saix, sent with 5,000 men to Rivalta to protect the flank, ar-
rived there and threw himself on the nearest column, The
surprised enemy, in unfavorable position, could not easily
advance. Kellerman rushed in with his brigade of dragoons
and decided the combat. The head of the column was thrown
back upon its center and rear. The Austrians retreated in
confusion. Still the victory was not a decisive one, While
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the fronts were being changed, Melas could have gone down-
stream along the Po, assembled reinforcements, and offered
new resistance. This would have brought about an endless
campaign. Leaning against the Alps with his rear, sur-
rounded by Suchet at Acquie, by Turreau below Susa, by
Chabran at Trino, and Lapoye near Pavia, the Austrian gen-
eral was in a desperate condition. Only a complete victory
could relieve him. But he could not hope for the latter, as
Bonaparte could count upon considerable reinforcements,
while he could get none. An agreement was concluded by
which Melas was allowed to lead his troops beyond the Mincio
on condition that they would not take part in further military
operations in this war and of giving up Northern Italy.
Bonaparte did not annihilate his enemy, but eliminated him
and made him harmless, and attained, at the same time, the
aim of the campaign—the conguest of Northern Italy. He
owed this success not s0 much to a battle which had been
almosgt lost, but to the turning of the flank, the winning of
the hostile line of retreat; in a like manner as Frederick the
Great owed the retaking of Silesia, and the freeing of the
left bank of the Vistula, to the turning movements at Leuthen
and at Zorndorf. It is true that this was not solely due to
the turning movements. A battle and a victory were also
necessary. But a decisive victory is possible only when the
rear or at least one flank of the enemy is made the aim of the
attack,

In 1805 Napoleon was at war with England. Albion was
to be vanquished not only on the high seas but also on land.
The threatened insular realm attempted to escape the danger
by entering into an alliance with other European Powers,
Naples, Austria, Bavaria, Russia, Prussia, Sweden, and Den-
mark were to advance concentrically and attack the enemy
on hig own territory. The plan was executed only in its
smallest part. Prussia remained neutral, Bavaria took the
side of the enemy. Naples, Sweden, and Denmark could not
seriously be considered. Austria and Russia alone remained.
The principal army under Archduke Charles was to deploy
into Italy behind the Adige. A secondary army under Arch-
duke John in the Tyrol, while another secondary army, to
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which Bavaria had been originally counted, nominally under
Archduke Ferdinand, in reality under General Mack, was to
deploy on the Iller, They were to await at that point the
Russians with whom they were to advance jointly. Napoleon
anticipated the deployment and did not go against Archduke
Charles, but sent against him a small army under Massena,
while he advanced himself with 210,000 men agsinst Mack
who had only 60,000, The movements and distribution of
troops of the enemy were not immediately recognized by the
Austrians. PBut had they been known, this circumstance
would not and should not have caused a retreat, though the
opposmg IOI'CQS were mree mmes as snrong as me AuSEI’laHS
The position on the Ilier, with its right resting on Ulm, was
very strong. The crossings of the Danube below this point
were secured by 16,000 men under Kienmayer. Should it be
impossible to hold the Iller, Mack could have crossed the
Lech, from position to position until he could join the Rus-
sians., This could have been executed if the attack had been
a frontal one. The enemy would have grown wesgker and
weaker as he advanced, would have reached the decisive bat-
tlefield with greatly decreased numbers, encountering there

nat anly tha Prggiang hnt the Avedrian vagarvag and noc.
LI b Uul.y (JLIU LNUBBLGLIE MUl WIT LJAUSLLIGRLL LUOGL VOO Glil, Jruo™

sibly, also the armies of the Archdukes. Napoleon, however,
made only demonstrations against the front, advanced with
four army corps and the Guard from the Rhine, crossed -
the Neckar between Stuttgart and Neckarelz, two corps ad-
vancing simultaneously from Mainz and Frankfort via
Wurzburg, and the Bavariang from Bamberg, by Nurem-
berg. He wanted to cross the Danube with his left flank,
depending on the pogition of the enemy, either at Ingol-
stadt, Regensburg, or still farther down. He counted on
striking the Austrians, if not in the rear, then possibly in
the right flank, push them to the west, or at least, to the
south and force them to give battle. Mack, relying on in-
definite, conflicting, and improbable information about the
advance of the enemy, did not wish to give up his position,
destroy the wisely combined plan of action and expose the
armies in Italy and in the Tyrol to a flank attack. He
wanted to be clearly informed of the situation before
abandoning the post entrusted to him. When, on 7 Qctober,
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he deemed “that it was almost clear that the enemy wanted
to repeat his play of Marengo, and attack the army in the
rear,” five French army corps, the Guard, Bavarians, and
the cavalry reserves under Murat reached the Danube be-
tween Ingolstadt and Miinster, while one corps (Ney)
covered the right flank on the left of the Danube against
Ulm. Kienmayer had abandoned the crossings in order to
retreat beyond the Isar via Aichach and Munich. Mack
‘wag. too weak for an attack against the powerful supe-
riority of the enemy as the French columns were too close
to each other and too well prepared for mutual support.
Since Ingolstadt was closer to Munich than Ulm, there
could be no thought of breaking through, no matter how
far south the movement might be directed. The 210,000
French troops, advancing southward from the Danube, would
have sooner or later surrounded Mack’s 44,000 men and an-
nihilated them,

After a weak attempt to attack the hostile columns one
by one after they had crossed the Danube and after another
attempt to escape via Augsburg, which was soon given up,
Mack desisted from all operations on the right of the river
and returned to Ulm on the 10th, fighting small battles on
the way. A success might have been thought of only when
the longingly expected Russian troops had arrived. But
Napoleon had taken proper steps against this possibility
also.

The French left wing (two corps and the Bavarians)
had been pushed to the Isar for protection against the Rus-
sians. Two corps and the Guard took up a position on the
Lech in the vicinity of Augsburg in order to block Mack’s
road to Vienna and to serve, simultaneously, as a reserve for
the left wing. Murat, with the reserve cavalry and one di-
vision of infantry, went later towards Ulm. These troops
were, however, gradually reinforced, until only Dupont’s
division remained on the left bank on 11 October. That
division sufficed to frighten Mack sufficiently to make him
desist from breaking through on that day. The attempt
was to be repeated on the 13th, in sever(a,l' echelons. The
foremost, (16,000 men under Werneck) succeeded in reach-
ing Herbrechtingen, while Mack remained with the rest in
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Ulm, thinking that Napoleon, actuated by a supposed landing
of the English at Boulogne and a threatened mobilization of
Prussia, would determine upon a precipitate retreat. On
the 14th, Ney gained in the face of only a weak Austrian
detachment, the left bank of the Danube. The French
troops penetrated from here against the northern side, others
via Memmingen and Biberach, against the south side of Ulm,
which was already invested on the east. On the 17th, 23,000
men were forced to capitulate. Jellachich had eseaped
earlier with 5,000 men west of the Iller to Vorarlberg., So
as not to leave his commander-in-chief in the lurch, Werneck
wanted to go back to Ulm, but returned by order of Arch-
duke Ferdinand, and was caught at Trochtelfingen by Murat
and Dupont. His troops were scattered and partly forced
to lay down their arms. Archduke Ferdinand broke through
with 2000 cavalry. Of the 66,000 men, with which Mack
had advanced to the Iller, more than half had been annihil-
ated. Even this could have been avoided had Mack firmly
resolved to break through on the left bank of the Danube on
the 11th or 12th. The French had done enough to block the
enemy on the right bank of the Danube, more than enough
for protection against the Russiang, but on the other hand,
not enough for surrounding Mack, Certainty would have
been attained best by a quick surrounding. With his great

numerical superiority Napoleon could not leave to the en-

emy for days the possibility of breaking through. He ought
not to have counted toc much on Mack’s indecision and on
false reports. »

One year later (6) the Prusso-Saxon army stood in posi-
tion with about 100,000 men to the north of the Thuringian
forest, principally between the Saale and the Werra on a par-
allel with Weimar and Erfurt. Napoleon erossed with 160,-
000 men in three columns, via Bayreuth and Bamberg, the
Franconian forest and the Upper Saale with the intention
of turning the left hostile flank and attacking it. This aim
could be reached by turning the three marching eolummns ac-
cording to the position of the enemy. Unfortunately no def-
inite information concerning this position was at hand. Two

®Zee “1806” and “Jena” in Vol. II of the “Collected Writings.”

Map 13.




18 CANNAE

combats had taken place on the upper Saale, but without elu-
cidating the situation. Napoleon thought at times to main-
tain the general direction of march to the north, at others,
he deemed it necessary to turn eastward. Omne mareh col-
umn was halted, another was advanced. This caused some
confusion to the battalion square formation in which the
French army was marching and which was equally efficient
for the march to the front as well as to the flank.. When a
flanking movement had to be executed on the Saale, it was
found that at each of the crossings of Kosen and Dornburg
was one corps, while the main forees were directed toward
Jdena, although according to the position then occupied by
the enemy on the line: Jena—Weimar——Erfurt, the principal
forces ought to have been directed to the crossings at Nam-
burg, Kosen, and Freiburg. Napoleon thought that, cor-
responding to his own distribution of forces, the enemy had
likewise assembled his army opposite Jena, leaving small
detachments or no troops at all at Kosen and Dornburg.
Consequently he wanted to attack the enemy at Jena and
hold him in front until the corps had come up from Kosen
and Dornburg in order to throw him into the Thuringian
forest. 'This plan did not correspond to the actual situation:
the Prussian main forces were marching on Kosen and only
a secondary corps under Hohenlohe, supported by Ruchel’s
army reserve, was to block the passes at Camburg and Dorn-
burg, while the remaining forces were to stay in Jena with-
out allowing themselves to be drawn into a serious combat,
i.e., retreat when attacked. This problem could surely have
been executed in one day, at least, insofar as the greatly
superior enemy was gradually allowed to cross the llm at
Apolda. This would give the Prussian main army time to
strike an annihilating blow to the vastly weaker enemy at
Kosen. Three French divisions could be held back by three
Prussian divisions and thrown into the Saale by a large re-
serve still available. That this did not happen was due to
the fact that the Duke of Brunswick, the commander-in-chief,
who was well informed of the battle conditions, had been se-
verely wounded and that the King, on whom the leadership
“had devolved, had not the nerve to continue the battle, hav-
ing been left in the lurch by all the assistants and advisers
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he had called together, and gave the order to retreat in or-
der to join, on the followng day, the army of Hohenlohe and
resume the combat according to the order of the commander-
in-chief. In the meanwhile, Hohenlohe did not fight any
rearguard combat nor execute a gradual retreat, correspond-
ing to the problem entrusted to him, but had been enticed
into a combat with changed front against forces almost five
times as strong as his own and was completely beaten, as
was also Riichel. '

Napoleon’s battle plan could not succeed, aceording to
ordinary human calculations. He had turned too soon. His
principal attack had been directed against a secondary army
in a not very effective direction. Nevertheless he won an
annihilating victory beecause the attack was still directed
against the original flank, and hence, the retreat to the Oder
could be executed only in a wide curve along the shorter ra-
dius of which the pursuer could reach, undisturbed and quick-
ly, the same objective.

It would have been strange if Napoleon’s and Fred-
erick’s turning movements, flank and rear attacks, had not
been imitated by their opponents. Prince von Hildburghau-
sen had received full recognition in 1757 for the battle of
Prague. The commander-in-chief of 64,000 Imperial and
French troops thought that he could easily turn and inflict
a crushing victory upon the 21,8600 Prussians at Rossback.
The turning movement, however, encountered another turn-
ing movement and the planned attack met with a counter-
attack. Covered by a ridge, the Prussians came up close,
surprised and threw themselves from all sides on the head
of the narrow marching columns, while strong battery fire
against the deep flank prevented deployment. Frederick
himself had shown that his turning movements could best
be parried by an attack. Napoleon acted in the same way.

The allied Russians and Austrians thought that they
would find Napoleon with 75,000 men on 5 December, 1805,
in a position difficult to attack, on the Brunn—Olmutz road
in rear of the Goldbach (Goldbrook) between Kritschen and
Kobelnitz. They decided to keep the hostile front on the main
road occupied by a demonstration by Bagration (11,500
men) from Holubitz, by the Russian reserve under Grand
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Duke Constantine (7000 men) from Walk—Muhle, and by
6000 cavalry under Prince Lichtenstein, 24,500 men in all,
while the remaining troops were to cross the Goldbach be-
tween Kobelnitz and Telnitz, Kienmayer from Aujezd, Doch-
turoff from Little Hostiehradeck, Langeron from the south,
Prybyshevsky from northeast, Kolovrat from east of Pratze,
60,000 men in all, and attack the hostile flank between
Schlapanitz and Turas. This turning movement might have
been successful had Napoleon not left his position like
Prince Charles of Lorraine at Leuthen or like Count Fer-
mor at Zorndorf, and if the fords of the Goldbach could
have been crossed without resistance. Neither the one nor
the other condition was fulfilled. Napoleon had the cross-
ings at Telnitz, Dorf, and Schloss-Sokolnitz occupied by
Margaron with five battalions and twelve squadrons, and
decided to attack with Soult (one half of Legrand’s division
at Kobelnitz, St. Hilaire at Puntowitz and Vandamme at
Jirkowitz), Lannes (the divisions Caffarelli and Suchet on
the Olmutz road), and Murat with the reserve cavalry, re-
inforced by Kellermann between Soult and Lannes in the
first line, with the grenadier division (Oudinot) in rear of
St. Hilaire, and Madotte’'s corps (division Drouet and
Rivaud) in rear of Vandamme in the second line, and
with the Guard, in the third line, striking the right hostile
flank of the turning columns, after having routed the enemy
immediately opposite them. The plan was not executed en-
tirely as he had thought it out. Kienmayer, Dochturoff,
Langeron, and Prybyshevsky had already marched off and
reached the Goldbach with the heads of their forces. Kolo-
wrat, however, had heen held back by Kutusoff, the nominal
commander-in-chief, and had just begun his march to Xobel-
nitz via Pratze when Soult ascended the commanding plateau
north of the village and surprised him by an attack. Xolo-
wrat’s column was attacked in front by St. Hilaire, in the
flank, by Vandamme. In spite of the unfavorable position
in which he was thus placed, the Austrian general succeeded
it deploying his troops and resisting the enemy for two
hours. He was forced to retreat via Zbeischow to Wazan
only when Bernadotte’s Division Drouet attacked his right
flank. Threatened in the left flank, the following were
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forced to join this retreat: Prince Lichtenstein, who, sup-
ported by the Russian cavalry of the Guard had sustained
a series of fluctuating combats against Murat, Kellermann,
and the French cavalry of the Guard; further the Russian
cavalry which had advanced to. Blaschowitz, was attacked
by the Divisions Rivaud and Caffarelli; and lastly Bagra-
tion, who had opposed an obstinate resistance to the pur-
suing Lannes in the pass at the Posorwitz post, in order to
move on unmolested to Austerlitz, while Lichtenstein and
Grand Duke Constantine reached at Krzenowitz, the left
bank of the Littawa creek.

Of the three turning columns, Kienmayer and Doch-
turoff had, in the meanwhile, forced a crossing, after a
lengthy combat, over the Goldbach at Telnitz, Langeron at
Dorf, and Prybyshevsky at Schloss-Sokelnitz, and had oc-
cupied with part of their forces the height situated to the
west., They were, however, prevented from advancing fur-
ther by Davout, who had arrived fo reinforce Margaron
with the Division Friant and the dragoons of Bourcier
from Great Raigern. Only a numerically inferior force of
Frenchmen was opposed here to the mass of the allies, but
it succeeded not only in maintaining its position, but even
in gaining advantages. For this compressed mass could
not gain ground to deploy and make use of its superiority.
The full disadvantage of their position came to light
only when Napoleon had forced Kolowrat to retreat and
gent Soult with two and one half divisions, followed by
Oudinot, against the right flank of the furning columns,
while himself occupying with the corps of Bernadotte and
the Guard, the heights of Pratze. St. Hilaire and Legrand,
who had been directed towards Sokolnitz, placed the right
column under Prybyshevsky in the worst position. A few
Russian battalions were thrown hastily against the flank-
ing attack, but were annihilated by the superior forces.
Others endeavored to escape to the west across the Gold-
back and came under the cross fire of Davout’s and St.
Hilaire's artillery. The entire column was either extermi-
nated or taken captive. Langeron, however, obtained time,
through these battles, to save, via Telnitz, the nine
battalions which had remained east of the creek. Doch-
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turoff and Kienmayer had turned back toward Aujezd, but
when Vandamme advanced against this village, and after
the bridge Liad broken down here, attempted to flee over the
dam between the Monitz and Satschan ponds. Pursued by
artillery fire, the remmnants of the allies reached Milescho-
witz, via Neudorf and Ottnitz,

Napoleon boasted that he had broken the enemy in two
in the center at Austerlitz and scattered the foe in various
directions. It is, however, difficult to recognize a breaking
through or scattering of the enemy from the events of
2 December. The allies were assembled in the evening
south of the Littawa. The French army, on the contrary,
was divided into two parts. The main forces stood opposite
the defeated enemy between Monitz and Krzenowitz, while
a smaller force (Lannes and Murat) was stationed on the
Olmutz road near the post office of Posorwitz. Napoleon had
written to Soult early on the 8d:  “The Emperor will attach
himsslf in person to the heels of the enemy. In his opinion
nothing has been achieved in war as long as there remains
gomething to bedone. A victory is not complete where more
can he achieved.” Napoleon did not pay much attention to
this rule himsgelf. Touch with the enemy was completely
lost on the 2d. It scemed that Napoleon had really remained
in the belief that he had scattered the enemy in two direc-
tions, Accordingly, he let Soult and Bernadotte pursue on
3 December in a southern direction, and Lannes and Murat
in the direction of Olmutz., The pursuit in the latter direc-
tion proved soon to be an airy notion. The combined pur-
guit thus lost its importance. This, however, was of no
consequence. The defeated enemy was so intimidated that
Emperor Francis arrived on the 4th, in person, in Napole-
on’s camp and sued for an armistice. The victory of Auster-
litz would have sufficed, even without a pursuit, to throw out
of the field, not only the allied Russo-Austrian troops, but
also the advancing Archduke Charles, the Russian reinforce-
ments, and the Prugsian army.

A similar picture to the campaign of Austerlitz is offer-
ed us by that of Prussian-Eylau, although the result was
different.(6)

® See “Campaign of Prussian-Eylau,” Vol. 2 of Schlieffen’s works.
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In the beginning of the year 1807, the allied Russians
and Prussians stood : L’Estocq at Angerburg; Bennigsen he-
tween Johannisburg and the Narew, behind the Pissa; Es-
sen between the Narew and the Bug: while opposite them
stood the French between the Narew and the Haff, in rear
of the Omuleff and the Passarge. The positions were not yet
occupied, the quarters not yet taken up, when Bennigsen, the
commander-in-chief of the allies, broke camp. Leaving Es-
sen on the Narew and a weak detachment under Sedmoratz-~
ky at Gonionds, he marched in two columns between the
Mazurian lakes, accompanied on the right by the Prussians
under L’Estoeq, against the left wing of the enemy. The
French, standing in deep and extended formations, were
surprised, but retreated in a southern direction without
many losses. The allies followed and reached by 31 January,
the line: Freystadt — Deutsch-Eylau — Osterode — Allen-
stein. They had succeeded, as well as Napoleon on former
occasions, in completely gaining one flank of the enemy.
The position seemed most favorable. Should they be able
to attack successfully, they would throw the enemy against
the Vistula, the Bug, and the neutral Austrian territory.
His complete annihilation could then be hoped for. But
Bennigsen was neither strong nor bold enough for such an
enterprise. He hoped to be able to force the enemy to re-
treat beyond the Vistula by threatening his left wing him-
self and the hostile right wing by Essen. Napoleon, how-
ever, did not go back, but answered one turning movement
by another, a threatened attack by a real attack. He cov-
ered himself with one corps (Lannes and Beker) against
Essen, and turned with the rest against the principal en-
emy. This movement was greatly facilitated by the po-
sition and distribution of the troops in cantonments. In
the beginning of January, the advanced French lines stood
on the line: Myszyniec—Willenberg—Chorzellen—Gilgen-
burg—Neumark. The French had turned the enemy as
well as he had turned them. Whichever attacked and
congquered the other, would throw the enemy in the one
case against the Vistula and the Bug, in the other, against
the Haff. Bennigsen would not permit this. His retreat
had not yet been cut off. He could go back to Konigsherg
or, via Wehlau, to Tilgit. He was, however, apprehensive

Map 186.
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of gtarting the retreat of his own accord. He wanted
to be forced to do the inevitable. A favorable posi-
tion on the left bank of the Alle near Allenstein made him
place there his main forces. This improved Napoleon’s posi--
tion still more. It became similar to that of the previous
October. The enemy stood, not left of the Saale, but left of
the Alle. Napoleon could, by advancing on the right bank
in his battalions-in-square formation, bring the enemy to a
standstill at the first serious obstacle, even if the latter had
succeeded in evacuating in time the recently occupied posi-
tion on the Alle, could turn him and attack him under the
most favorable circumstances. The enemy, however, did
not seem desirous of abandoning his position on the Alle.

On 4 February, he was to be attacked in front and on
the left flank as well as in the rear over the Alle crossings
situated below him. Bennigsen did not await the attack,
but started to retreat in the night. The road to the Alle was
threatened too much. He therefore went a little to the west
and wanted to reach the road to Wehlau by a slight curve via
Wolfsdorf, Landsberg, and Friedland. Napoleon followed.
Of his six corps commanders, Lannes had been left behind to
cover the right flank against Essen; Bernadotte, who was to
cover the left flank and secure Thorn, had remained behind
too long. Ney, Augereau, and Soult pursued the retreating
enemy on two sides and fell on his rear, though they had not
intended to do so. Davout alone remained on the road which
the entire army ought to have taken to “cut off,” “outflank™
the enemy and ‘“‘press against his left flank.” Ney was soon
sent to the left also in pursuit of the Prussian corps under
L’Estocq. All attempts to push Soult over to the other side
to Davout remained unsuccessful. Augereau was not suffi-
ciently strong to break the resistance of the Russian rear
guard. This would not have been important, according to
Hannibal’s point of view, if, Augereau, unable to advance,
had even to recede a little. The flanking attacks of Davout
and Soult would then have been more effective. Napoleon
called Soult time and again to the main road for direct pur-
suit. The enemy, whom he wanted to “cut off” at all events,
had to be driven back more rapidly.
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The Russians had reached on the 7th, East Prussian-
Eylau. Soult, then Augereau, Murat and the Guard, had fol-
lowed them to this city. Ney stood on the left between
Orschen and Landsberg, Davout on the right with two divi-
sions at Beisleiden and one at Bartenstein. Bennigsen feared
that, on account of the sharp turn to the east of the Fried-
land—Wehlau road, from Prussian-Eylau, he would be un-
able to ward off an attack against his left flank should he
continue on his march. He decided to accept the inevitable
attack not on the march but in a good position.

Napoleon did not intend to make use of the advantage
offered him by the peculiarities of the road, but wished to
continue the pursuit, as heretofore, with advance and rear-
guard combats. Ney wag, consequently, sent again after
the Prussians. Only the sight of the Russians who had
come up to the heights east of Prussian-Elau, made the situa-
tion clear. The position was still very favorable. The en-
emy stood, like Terentius Varro, with a narrow front and
deep formation. Had Napoleon assembled his forces, he
would have been able to attack the enemy, who possessed
almost equal strength to his own, with Augereau and the
Guard in front, with Soult and perhaps also with Ney on the
right, and with Davout on the left flank, while Murat would
fall upon the rear. Chances for the annihilation of the en-
emy were as good as at Cannae. Napoleon, however, in-
tended differently. Augereau was to attack the front, Da-
vout the left flank, while Soult was to cover his own flank,
the Guard and Murat remaining behind as reserves. Only
two corps were designated for the conquering of a very
strong position. These forces were insufficient the more so
as they did not attack simultaneously, but one corps after
the other. The dense masses, led by Augereau, under cover
of a snow storm, almost reached the Russian position, but
were thrown back by a devastating canister fire and secat-
tered by infantry and cavalry. Murat saved only remnants.
A new advance against the front was impossible. Napoleon
had to limit himself to repulsing a counterattack. Davout
succeeded, however, in gaining some advantage after a
lively and costly attack of the Russian left flank. The front
was, in the meanwhile, not sufficiently occupied and the

Map 17.
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flank, consequently, wasg so difficult to surround that Da-
vout’s forces did not suffice to overpower it. The Russians
stood at right angle with the front of Soult and the Guard
facing towards Prussian-Eylau, their left flank opposite
Davout. Neither of the two opponents had the strength
or the desire to renecw the attack. Napoleon had long ago
called Ney; and Bennigsen had called L’Estocq with the
Prussians. One of the two was to bring the decision to the
one or the otner side. Ney did not come up. IL’Estocq,
though bringing but few troops, arrived at the eleventh
hour. The right wing of Davout was thrown back, and
later his center, with the assistance of the Russians. Both
armies stood in the evening opposite each other almost in
the same position as in the morning. There were no victors
and no vanquished. On the following day Bennigsen started
his retreat towards Komnigsberg. Napoleon followed him
slowly. However, unable to continue the campaign, he too
went back soon.

The day of Prussian-Eylau marked a turning point in
Napoleon’s life as a general. The series of annihilating bat-
tles—Marengo, Ulm, Austerlitz, Jena—does not continue.
The campaign of Puitusk, planned in a similar way as that
of Jena, had miscarried completely. This could be explained
by extraordinarily difficult circumstances. But Prussian-
Eylau had likewise not succeeded. Nevertheless Fried-
land(7) (14 June, 1807) may still be considered as a suc-
cessful battle of annihilation. But Napoleon himself could
not attribute the victory in full to his own seif. The enemy
had prepared the success too well. The Russians had crossed
aimlessly, even blunderingly, inadvertently, the Alle at Fried-
land, took up a position with their rear to the river and thus
accepted the attack of the enemy, twice as strong as they.
On account of numerical superiority of the enemy, a frontal
attack developed of itself an attack against one of the flanks.
An attack against the other flank might likewise have taken
place, had not too great forces been plac:d in the reserve,
Nevertheless the result was a powerful one. In addition
to this, the Russians set on fire the suburb through which,
and the bridge over which they had to pass to save them-

DSee “Campaign of Friedland.” Vol. II “Collected Writings.”
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selves, not behind but in front of them. That Napoleon, on
being informed that the enemy stood as yet at Friedland,
paid no attention to the fatigue of his troops and hurried
against him in quick decision, suffices to crown him with
everlasting glory. The plan of the battle, however, was
placed in his hand by the enemy himself.

Napoleon seems to strive to maintain in his later cam-
paigns, the method to which he owed many brilliant suc-
cesses. It was 80 in the Regensburg campaign of 1809(8). The
Austrians intended to surprise the hostile armies, consisting
of Frenchmen and the troops of the Rhine Confederation,
before their junction. On 10 April, Archduke Charles cross-
ed, with 120,000 men in round numbers, the Inn at Brannau
and below it; on the 16th, forced a crossing over the Isar at
Landshut, against a Bavarian Division, and advanced in the
direction of Kelheim in order to reach the right bank of the
Danube, and unite there with two army corps (50,000 men)
which were marching from Bohemia under Bellegarde, to
defeat all the hostile detachments, situated to the north of
the river, and by marching upsiream to render untenable
the position which the hostile main forces intended to oc-
cupy beyond the Lech. This was the answer to Napoleon’s
campaign against Mack. The French had to be driven to
the south and, if possible, to the east.

When Napoleon arrived on the 17th, at the theater of
war, he found the Bavarians, under Lefebvre, in retreat on
the lower Abens. Behind them and further along the Danube
the Division Demont was at Ingolstadt; the Cavalry Divi-
sion Nansouty at Neuburg, the Wurttembergians under Van-
damme at Donauworth; the Divigsion Rouyer (the troops of
the small Rhine states) at Nordlingen; Massena and Oudi-
not on the Lech, between Augsburg and Landsbherg; and
Davout north of Regenshurg. The advance of the Archduke
did not give much promise, considering the condition of af-
fairs. Ingolstadt and Regensburg were invested by the en-
emy, the bridge at Kelheim was destroyed; it was probable
the construction of a new bridge somewhere between these
two points would be opposed by hostile troops on the left of

" 8ee Mayerhoffer von Vedropolje. K. & K. Kriegsarchiv. Krieg
1809. Wienna 1907. Vol. I. Regenshurg.
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the Danube. It was impossible to cross the river without one.
Moreover, one enemy was retreating across the Abens be-
fore them, another was on the right flank at Regensburg,
while a third was marching toward the left wing from Augs-
burg. They were entering a cul-de-sac from which an out-
let could be found only through a rapid retreat or the com-
plete overpowering of one of the three enemies. The Arch-
duke saw the situation clearly when, marching slowly in two
columns, he reached on the 18th, the locality of Rohr. Mas-
sena was still too distant for an attack against him. The
Bavarians, advancing against the Abens and falling back on
their reserves, would have rendered the position of the en-
emy still worse. The Archduke decided to move against Da-
vout with his main forces and to annihilate him with the as-
sistance of Bellegarde. The plan would have been excellent
if the bridge over the Danube at Regensburg had been ac-
cessible to Bellegarde. This necessary condition did not ex-
ist. Davout had crossed over to the right bank of the Dan-
ube and marched from Regensburg on the 19th, though
holding the fortified city with a garrison. Bellegarde had to
fight for his crossing. TUntil then the Archduke had to op-
pose Davout with his own forces only. Only half of these
were available, After the crossing of the Isar, Hiller was
sent with 26,000 men to Moosburg to cover the left flank, and
Vecsey with 6000 men to Geiselhoring for the protection of
the right wing. Archduke Ludwig, with 18,700 men, was
despatched to Siegenburg, and General Thierry with 5,800
via Offenstetten against the Abens. There remained 63,000
men to fight Davout’s 57,000, This was a numerical supe-
riority far from adequate for the solution of the problem. It
is apparent that the Archduke had greatly exceeded the nec-
essary limits, by sending out the flank covering detachments
and, in weighing the fighting power destined to beat the en-
emy, had fallen short just as much. It may serve him as an
excuse that other generals in similar situations, and even
Napoleon, had done scarcely better in 1813, This excuse,
however, did not help him over the fatality of his action. He
ought to have had a far greater force than 63,000 men to gain
a decision. The problem here was to annihilate one of the
best of the French Fieldmarshals and one of the best French
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corps or at least, eliminate them. Should the Archduke lim-
it himself to hold back his opponent or to press upon him
ever so little, the two other French corps would, in the short-
est time, fall upon his rear and flank. His position was des-
perate. Fortunately, the enemy was not willing to take full
advantage of this desperate situation.

Moltke has said: “The junction of separate armies on
the battlefield I consider the greatest feat which strategic
leadership can achieve.” Napoleon succumbed under this
high demand on the leader four years later at Leipsig, and a
second time, six years later at Waterloo. He cught to have
felt the effectiveness of such a junction, yet he did not
wish then to use this means. He remained faithful to his
method of leading the entire army against the flank or the
rear of the enemy. Supposing that the Archduke would
turn against Davout at Regensburg, the central army was to
deploy left of the Abens, Davout on the right of the Danube
(9) advance from Regensburg to Neustadt and Oudinot join
the right wing from Augsburg, via Pfaffenhofen. Napoleon
himself soon doubted the possibility of executing such a
march to the front in the vicinity of the enemy, as well as
its conforming to his purpose. Massena had reached with
the head of his long column (Oudinot) Pfaffenhofen on the
18th, and dislodged from this point a hostile detachment.
Would it be better to send him on the following day to Neu-
stadt or would it not be more simple to push him straight via
Au against the rear of the enemy? Napoleon decided on
the recourse of letting Massena’s column deploy on the 19th,
near Pfaffenhofen, although the twisted skein had to be un-
ravelled again on the following day in some direction or
other,

The Archduke wanted likewise to advance on Regensburg
on the 19th, in order to annihilate Davout with the assis-
tance of Bellegarde. Davout, however, without coming in

®Bringing Davout on the left bank towards Ingolstadt, as had
been planned, would have robbed Napoleon of all the advantages of his
position and saved the Archduke from all his difficulties. The latter
could have joined Bellegarde on the right or left, according to his de-
sire and gained secure communications. Davout’s march along the
right bank was absolutely necessary. However, he ought to have
been directed straight against the enemy, wh